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court shall have full power to hear and determine any objec-
tions which may be filed against such sale by any person
interested in the property and may confirm or set aside said
sale.
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10. If such sale be set aside by the court, a re-sale may be
ordered to be made by the party who made the previous sale,
or the court may, if justice requires it, appoint a trustee to sell
the same.
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11. All such sales, when confirmed by the court and the
purchase money is paid, shall pass all the title which the
mortgagor had in the said mortgaged premises at the time of
the recording of the mortgage.
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12. Upon a sale of such mortgaged premises, any person
claiming an interest in the equity of redemption may apply to
the court confirming the sale to have the surplus of the pro-



